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ABSTRACTS 

This thesis gives an account of the Law and 

Irregularities in the Criminal Procedure Code of the 

Northern States of Nigeria. Most of the irregularities 

were found to have been committed by the courts of inferior 

records, most especially the Area Courts and Magistrates' 

Courts. The study was undertaken with a view to 

highlighting the irregularities that vitiate the 

proceedings of the courts and those that are 

inconsequential. 

It is hoped that this study will be of use to all 

those involved in the trial in the inferior courts in 

Nigeria. It may also benefit those members of the general 

public who are interested in knowing as to whether every 

irregularity or error in proceedings, that justifies the 

reversal of a judgment or not. 

Chapter 1 deals with the general introduction, meaning 

of criminal procedure, objective of research and the 

definition and effect of irregularity in a criminal 

proceeding. 

Chapter 2 examines classification of irregularities 

namely, mere and fundamental irregularities in the Criminal 

Procedure Code of the Northern States of Nigeria and 

fundamental irregularities under the 1979 constitution. 

Chapter 3 examines irregularities in Arrest and 

Search, namely,. Definition of Arrest, Constitutional 

Provision for Arrest, Ground of Arrest, Manner of Arrest, 

Arrest with or without Warrant, Person who can Effect 
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Arrest, Effect of Irregularities in Arrest, Remedies 

Available to illegally arrested person. It also discusses 

extensively irregularities in search and seizure, namely, 

search with warrant wrongly obtained, search without 

warrant, search under a valid warrant but in an unlawful 

manner, search of person upon Arrest, Search of Premises, 

Rules Relating to Search and Effect of Irregularities in 

Search. 

Chapter 4 analyses irregularities in trial, namely 

production of the accused person and evidence before the 

court. It also evaluates irregularities in a charge, 

namely, definition of a charge, formal charge, Informal 

Charge and effect of Irregularities in the charge. 

Chapter 5 considers irregularities in Judgement and 

sentence, namely, Nature of Judgement, Judgement and 

Failure of Justice test, effect of irregularities in 

Judgement. It also discuss the irregularity in sentencing, 

namely, definition of sentencing, limitation on sentencing 

powers and some procedural factors considered in 

sentencing. 

Chapter 6 draws certain summary and conclusions from 

the study and offers some suggestions as guide to courts 

and law enforcement agents against committing further 

irregularities in criminal trials. 





























































































































































































































































































































































































































In the case of &_y. POSSlJ1 IT was held that, 

though the date of the offence should be called in the 

indictment, it has never been necessary that, it should 

be laid according to truth, unless time is essence of the 

offence. 

Similarly, in the case of pupn V, POLICE.42 The 

accused was charged with receiving gratification on or 

about 3 May 1960. The evidence adduced at the trial 

showed that, the offence was committed between 5 and 7 

May 1960. ' The Magistrate, before delivering Judgement, 

amended the date on the charge to read on or about the 5 

to 7 May 1960. The accused was convicted. On appeal 

against conviction the court observed that,the amendment 

was unnecessary, and noted that, although the date of the 

offence should be stated in the charge sheet, it has 

never been necessary that, it should be stated with 

exactitude. 

The "name of the person" allegedly offended must be 

stated in the charge sheet. An irregularity or mistake 

of not stating the name of the owner of property will not 

41 13 Cr. App. R 158. See also The Quoen V. Zakwakwa of Yorro 5 FSC 12 

42 (1960) LLR 130. See also Ibrahim Shinfiria V. COP (1970) NNLR 113 

196 
































































































































































